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DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Final  Funding  Priority  for  Fiscal  Years 
1992-1993  for  the  S|MCiai  Services 
Program 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 
ACHON:  Notice  of  final  funding  priority 
for  Fiscal  Years  1992-1993  for  the 
Special  Studies  Program. 

summary:  The  Secretary  aimounces  a 
final  priorit)'  for  the  Special  Studies 
program  to  ensure  effective  use  of 
program  funds  and  to  direct  funds  to  an 
area  of  identified  need  during  fiscal 
years  1992  and  1993. 

EFFECTIVE  dates:  This  priority  takes 
effect  either  45  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  or  later  if  the 
Congress  takes  certain  adjournments.  If 
you  want  to  know  the  effective  date  of 
this  priority,  call  or  write  the 
Department  of  Education  contact 
person. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Linda  Glidewell,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
Room  3524  Switzer  Building, 

Washington,  DC  20202-2640.  Telephone 
(202)  732-1099.  Deaf  and  hard  of  hearing 
individuals  may  call  (202)  732-6153  for 
TDD  services. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Special  Studies  program,  authorized  by 
section  618  of  part  B  of  the  Individuals 
with  Disabilities  Education  Act  (IDEA), 
as  amended,  supports  studies  to 
evaluate  the  impact  of  the  Act,  including 
efforts  to  provide  a  free  appropriate 
public  education  and  early  intervention 
services  to  infants,  toddlers,  children, 
and  youth  with  disabilities.  The  results  ' 
of  these  studies  must  be  included  in  the 
annual  report  submitted  to  the  Congress 
by  the  Department. 

This  priority  supports  AMERICA  2000, 
the  President’s  strategy  for  moving  the 
nation  toward  the  National  Education 
Goals,  by  improving  our  understanding 
of  the  complex  and  critical  ffnance 
issues  related  to  enabling  children  and 
youth  with  disabilities  to  reach  the  high 
levels  of  academic  achievement  called 
for  by  the  National  Education  Goals. 

On  January  28, 1991,  the  Secretary 
published  a  notice  of  proposed  priorities 
for  this  program  in  the  F^eral  Register 
(57  FR  3257).  That  notice  contained  the 
following  three  proposed  priorities: 

(1)  State  Agency — ^Federal  Evaluation 
Studies  Projects; 

(2)  State  Agency — ^Federal  Evaluation 
Studies  Projects — Feasibility  Studies  of 
Impact  and  Effectiveness;  and 

(3)  The  Center  for  Special  Education 
Finance. 

A  notice  of  final  priorities  for  FY 1992 
will  not  be  published  for  priorities  (1) 


and  (2).  Instead,  a  notice  inviting 
applications  for  State  Agency  awards 
based  on  regulations  for  this  program 
and  invitational  priorities  is  being 
publisHed  separately  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Public  Comment 

In  the  notice  of  proposed  priorities, 
the  Secretary  invited  comments  on  the 
proposed  priority.  The  Secretary  did  not 
receive  any  comments.  Except  for  minor 
technical  revisions,  the  Secretary  has 
made  no  changes  since  publication  of 
the  proposed  priority. 

Priority 

Under  34  CFR  75.105(c)(3),  the 
Secretary  gives  an  absolute  preference 
to  applications  that  respond  to  the 
following  priority.  The  Secretary  funds 
under  this  competition  only  applications 
that  meet  this  absolute  priority: 

Priority — The  Center  for  Special 
Education  Finance  (CFDA  84.159G) 

Issue  and  Background 

Policy  makers  at  the  Federal,  State, 
and  local  levels  need  financial  and 
fiscal  information  as  decisions  are  made 
regarding  the  provisions  of  special 
education  services  to  children  with 
disabilities.  The  IDEA,  as  amended, 
embodies  broad  mandates  including  the 
provision  of  a  fi'ee  appropriate  public 
education  to  children  with  disabilities  ^ 
within  the  least  restrictive  environment. 
The  expense  of  fulfilling  these  mandates 
continues  to  interest  policy  makers.  As 
the  number  of  children  receiving  special 
education  has  increased,  there  is 
concern  that  scarce  education  dollars  be 
allocated  in  the  most  beneficial  and 
equitable  manner.  For  this  reason,  there 
continues  to  be  a  demand  for  timely  and 
comprehensive  estimates  of  educational 
expenditures  for  students  with 
disabilities.  Readily  available  and 
usable  financial  information  is  needed 
to  provide  Federal,  State,  and  local 
administrators  with  a  means  to  assess 
their  respective  agencies  program 
expenditures.  Knowledge  of  special 
education  finance  is  needed  in  planning 
and  improving  programs  that  affect  all 
school-aged  children.  Many  schools  are 
being  restructured,  seeking  greater 
regulatory  and  financial  flexibility,  and 
implementing  initiatives  such  as  school 
choice.  Implementation  of  these 
ventures  affects  children  with 
disabilities  and  the  costs  associated 
with  providing  them  a  free  appropriate 
public  education.  Policy  makers  at  all 
levels,  who  must  be  responsive  to 
increasing  concerns  over  education 
expenditures,  need  to  know  special 
education  costs  and  other  financial 


information  as  they  make  funding 
decisions  related  to  these  initiatives  and 
other  programs  intended  to  benefit  all 
children.  It  is  also  critical  to  understand 
the  impact  of  particular  relationships 
between  general  and  special  education 
finance  systems  with  respect  to  the 
programs,  services,  and  outcomes  of 
children  with  disabilities  associated 
with  implementation  of  the  IDEA. 

Policy  makers  are  confronted  with  a 
number  of  finance  issues  for  which  - 
potential  alternatives  are  needed. 

Among  these  issues  is  the  need  to 
understand  the  way  in  which  funding 
acts  as  an  incentive  or  disincentive  in 
the  implementation  of  Federal,  State, 
and  local  policies.  Policy  makers  and 
administrators  repeatedly  request 
findings  about  the  ways  in  which  funds 
fi*om  multiple  sources  or  programs  at  the 
Federal  and  State  levels  can  be  used  in 
combination  to  support  services.  In 
addition,  recent  litigation  concerning 
fimding  formulas  and  the  financing  of 
education  has  generated  increased 
interest  in  legal  issues  associated  with 
financing  special  education  services.  In 
the  previous  seven  years,  one-half  of  all 
States  had  revised  their  special 
education  formula.  Responding  to  policy 
makers’  need  for  current,  comparative 
information,  the  National  Association  of 
State  Directors  of  Special  Education 
recently  updated  and  expanded  a 
directory  of  State  special  education 
fimding  formulas.  The  1989  edition 
describes  relationships  between  State 
general  and  special  education  and 
fmance  systems.  However,  because 
funding  formulas  change,  the  need  to 
periodically  update  directories  of  State 
formulas  is  expected  to  continue 
indefinitely. 

Over  the  past  decade,  the  Office  of 
Special  Education  Programs  (OSEP)  and 
others  have  carried  out  projects  relating 
to  special  education  finance.  In  1981,  for 
example,  with  OSEP  funding,  the  Rand 
Corporation  (Kakalik,  Furry,  Thomas 
and  Carney,  1981)  conducted  a  large- 
scale  survey  of  expenditures  for 
students  with  disabilities  in  a  study 
known  as  “The  Cost  of  Special 
Education.”  Because  data  was  collected 
for  the  1977-1978  school  year, 
unfortunately,  the  estimates  reflected 
only  a  partial  implementation  of  the 
provisions  and  mandates  of  the  IDEA, 
since  full  implementation  did  not  occur 
until  1980.  In  1984  OSEP  funded  a 
congressionally  mandated  study,  known 
as  the  Expenditure  Survey,  to  determine 
the  costs  of  special  education  and 
related  services  (Moore,  Strang, 
Schwartz,  and  Braddock,  1988).  Both  the 
Rand  Corporation  and  the  Expenditure 
Survey  were  based  on  a  resource 
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allocatioo  approach.  The  Expenditure 
Survey  utilized  a  refinement  of  the 
approach  known  as  the  Resource  Cost 
Model  and  provided  administrators  and 
policy  makers  with  needed  information 
regaining  the  average  per  pupil 
expenditures  for  special  e^cation  and 
related  services,  the  specific,  programs 
and  services  provided  by  districts  to 
students  with  disabilities  and  the 
percentage  of  costs  paid  for  with 
Federal  funds  under  part  B  of  the  IDEA. 
Other  cost  studies  have  been  conducted 
as  well.  Utilizing  individual  child  data, 
the  Collaborative  Study  of  Children  with 
Special  Needs  (Singer  and  Raphael 
1988).  jointly  fi^ed  by  OSEP  and  the 
Robert  Wood  Johnson  Foundation, 
reported  on  health  and  educational 
expenditures  received  by  children  with 
disabilities  in  five  large,  diverse  urban 
school  systems 

University  researchers  and  State  level 
policy  analysts  have  also  conducted 
cost  studies  and  other  investigations  of 
such  related  topics  as  the  costs  and 
benefits  of  special  education  services.  In 
a  recently  bmded  OSEP  poHcy  study  of 
the  special  education  delivery  system 
(Research  Triangle  Institute),  the 
relationships  between  expenditures  and 
service  delivery  patterns  were 
investigated.  These  individual  projects 
provide  important  information,  but 
individually  they  do  not  have  the 
capacity  to  report  and  interpretively 
describe  special  education  finance  and 
expenditure  data  and  related  issues  in  a 
timely  manner.  In  addition,  one-time 
projects  are  imable  to  respond  to 
emergiog  financial  trends  and  issues 
related  to  the  availability  and  delivery 
of  special  education  and  related 
series  to  mcKviduats  with  disabilities. 
Therefore,  policy  makers  must  often  rely 
on  limited  finance  policy  alternatives  in 
the  face  of  changing  educational.  Legal 
and  economic  events. 

Finally,  dissendnatioo  and  utilizatioo 
of  the  results  of  the  fimmce  studies, 
particularly  expenditure  surveys,  are 
often  problematic.  Studies  end;  results 
are  distributed.  However,  there  is 
currently  no  ongoing  resource  available 
that  B  State  or  local  official  could  access 
to  hdp  solve  an  ongoing  or  emergiRg 
finance  issue  even  thoui^  considerable 
information  currently  exists  and  an 
outstanding  level  of  expertise  m  finance 
issues  is  available  friun  universities, 
govermnent  agencies,  and  private  or 
puUic  oiganizatians. 

Purpose 

The  purpose  of  this  priority  is  to 
support  one  cooperative  agreement  to 
establish  a  Special  Edocatioa  Finance 
Center  to  provide  policy  makers  and 
administrators  at  the  Federal.  State,  and 


local  levels  with  data,  analyses, 
expertise,  and  opportunities  for 
information  sharing  regarding  complex 
and  critical  finance  issues.  The  Center 
must  provide  continuity  and  an  ongoing 
capacity  to  respond  as  weU  as 
anticipate  the  needs  for  special 
education  finance  information  as  they 
change  over  time.  The  Center  must 
develop  and  model  methodologies  that 
could  used  by  State  or  local  agencies 
to  study  finance  issues.  The  approach 
must  use  previous  and  current  finance 
studies  and  utilize  the  expertise  of  some 
of  the  Nation’s  most  knowledgeable 
people  to  address  the  challenguig  and 
complex  issues  related  to  financing 
services  for  children  with  disabilities. 
Specific  purposes  of  the  Center  are  to: 

(1)  Provide  estimates  and  financing 
sources  of  educational  expenditures 
re^xmstve  to  the  information  needs  of 
Federal  State,  and  local  representatives, 
regarding  (a)  children  widi  disabilities 
ages  3  throu^  21,  and  (bf  special 
education  programs,  inchtchng  related 
services  (see  Activity  1-la); 

(2)  Condact  policy  studies  and 
develop  policy  alternatives  for 
addressing  critical  and  emerging  finance 
policy  issues  including  interagency  cost 
sharing  and  the  relationship  tetween 
finance  alternatives  and  implementation 
of  the  IDEA  (see  Activity  1-lb  (1),  (2J, 
and  (3))>;  and 

(3)  Obtain,  maintain,  and  exdiange 
up-to-date  kiformation  on  State  special 
education  funding  formulas,  and  the 
relationship  between  these  and  general 
education  finance  systems  (see  Activity 
l-lbf4). 

Activities 

1.  Develop  an  Agemfa  Responsive  to 
Federal,  State,  and  Local  Needs  for 
Special  Education  Finance  Data 

The  Center  must  develop  and 
implement  an  agenda  for  responduig  to 
Federd.  State  and  local  needs  for 
special  education  finance  data.  For  the 
purpose  of  identifying  emerging  areas 
for  which  cost  data  are  nee^d,  a 
network  dT  participating  local  and  State 
educational  agencies  must  be  formed. 
The  Center  must  implement  strategies 
and  studies  to  obtain  information  that  is 
needed  by  State  and  local  educational 
agencies,  and  that  are  consistent  with 
the  activities  contained  in  this  priority 
announcement 

la.  Compile  Expenditure  Statistics — 
Analyses  of  Per  Pupil  Expenditure  and 
Program/Service  Costs 

Valid  and  comparable  data  is  needed 
to  meet  administrators’  needs  for 
accurate,  useable  information.  The 
Center  must  carry  out  empirical  cost 


analyses  that  use  data  from  a  network 
of  local  educational  agencies  (LEAsJ 
and  extant  data  from  cost  studies  (at  the 
national.  State,  or  other  levels).  Topics 
must  be  selected  that  are  responsive  to 
the  finance  information  needs  of 
Federal.  State  and  local  policy  makers 
and  administrators.  The  Ceut^  must 
review  the  information  and 
methodolo^es  used  by  previous  finance 
studies,  and  in  conscdtation  with  a 
network  of  local  educational  agencies 
and  the  OSEP  Project  Officer,  develop 
and  implement  an  approach  for 
identifying  the  finance  questions  and 
analyses  to  be  perform^ 

A  cost  approach  must  be  osed  that  is 
capable  of  providing  several  types  of 
estimates  of  expenditures  for  children 
with  disabilities  ages  3  dnough  21.  The 
analyses  must  include  cost  estimates  for 
average  per  pupil  expenditures  for 
special  education  and  related  services, 
the  specific  program  and  services 
provided  by  districts  to  students  with 
disabilities,  and  the  percentage  of  costs 
bom  by  the  Federal  State,  and  local 
education  agencies.  If  appropriate,  this 
information  must  be  available  for  all  the 
federally  recognized  categories  of 
disabling  conditions  and  alt  conditions 
combined  (20  U.BwC.  140t(aKl)).  The 
approach  and  database  must  be 
configured  to  allow  States  seeking  to 
collect  representative  data  at  the  local 
level  to  adapt  and  model  the  analytic 
approach.  The  Center  must  work  with 
OSBP  to  identify  problems  that  affect 
the  quality  of  data  and  to  prc^Kue 
strategies  for  (xdlecting  the  required 
data  in  a  manner  that  is  minimally 
burdensome  and  produces  valid 
expenditure  data. 

lb.  Condiict  Special  Education  Finance 
Policy  Studies 

Using  available  information  and 
experts  in  finance  and  policy  issues,  the 
Center  most  conduct  p^icy  studies  to 
examine  critical  and  emerging  finance 
issues.  Tim  Center  must  develop  policy 
options  for  addressing  important  finance 
policy  issues  providing  a  forum  for 
the  Nation’s  finance  experts  to  constder 
specific  finance  issues.  Finance  issues 
for  which  a  better  understanding  or 
alternatives  are  needed  must  be 
identified  mid  examined.  Policy  studies 
must  use  methodologies  (eg.,  shnulation. 
quantitative,  and  qu^tative)  and 
samples  appropriate  to  the  specific 
inquiry.  Reports  imist  be  prepared  in  a 
manner  that  is  usefid  to  administrators 
and  policy  makers.  Development  of 
finance  policy  options  at  the  Federal. 
State,  and  lo^  levels  must  be 
addressed.  TVpos  of  policy  studies  to  be 
conducted  are: 
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(1)  Policy  studies  of  cost  sharing  and 
other  alternative  financing  approaches. 
Interagency  cost  sharing  and  other 
alternative  approaches  to  financing 
education  at  the  Federal  State,  and 
local  levels  must  be  idf  ntified  or 
developed.  Various  topical  areas 
covering  a  variety  of  approaches  must 
be  selected  for  which  information  and 
options  are  needed.  Studies  of  these 
approaches  must  be  conducted,  and 
options  shared  with  appropriated 
audiences. 

(2)  Studies  of  the  relationship 
between  finance  alternatives  and 
services  provided  to  children  with  - 
disabilities.  Studies  of  the  relationships 
between  finance  options  and  the 
delivery  of  services  to  children  with 
disabilities  must  be  conducted.  For 
example,  a  study  might  address  the 
manner  in  which  specific  finance 
systems  act  as  an  incentive  or 
disincentive  in  the  implementation  of 
key  provisions  of  the  IDEA  (e.g., 
identification,  assessmenl  placement 
provision  of  services  in  the  least 
restrictive  environment  specially 
designed  instruction,  and  use  of 
personnel  or  related  services.)  Analyses 
must  investigate  the  extent  to  which 
finance  systems  may  ciffect  children 
with  varying  disabling  conditions 
differently. 

(3)  Other  special  topics.  Of  particular 
concern  to  policy  makers  and  program 
administrators  is  the  issue  of  flexibility 
related  to  Federal  streams  of  categorical 
funding.  Inadequate  attention  has  been 
given  to  the  accounting  procedures 
needed  to  support  greater  flexibility  in 
the  use  of  Federal,  State,  and  local 
funds.  Another  issue  is  the  extent  to 
which  finance  systems  affect  the 
relationships  of  the  identification  of 
learning  disabled  students  imder  the 
IDEA  and  disadvantaged  students  under 
chapter  1  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act.  Special 
analyses  examining  alternative 
accounting  approa^es  that  either  have 
or  could  potentially  satisfy  audit 
requirements  while  achieving  greater 
flexibility  in  the  use  of  funds  need  to  be 
identified,  documented,  and 
disseminated.  Other  areas  that  should 
be  considered  for  study  and 
development  of  options  include,  for 
example,  the  impact  of  various  school 
reforms  on  special  education  finance 
such  as  school  choice,  the  costs 
associated  with  dual  enrollment  of 
private  school  students,  and  legal  issues 
related  to  specific  finance  options  (e.g., 
legal  aspects  of  funding  formulas). 

(4)  Aggregate  and  exchange 
information  regarding  state  special 
education  finance  systems.  TTie  Center 


must  also  develop  and  maintain 
information  about  State  special 
education  finance  systems,  including 
funding  formulas.  The  Center  must 
review  previous  compilations  and 
develop  a  system  for  maintaining 
updated  abstracts  of  special  education 
finance  systems.  The  system  must  also 
contain  descriptive  profiles  of  the 
relationship  between  State  special  and 
general  education  finance  systems  and 
narratives  describing  potential  policy 
implications  of  the  specific  finance 
systems. 

A  Special  Education  Finance  Center 
Study  Agenda  must  be  submitted  by  the 
end  of  the  sixth  month  after  award  and 
thereafter  annually,  at  the  beginning  of 
each  successive  year  of  the  cooperative 
agreement.  The  agenda  must  include  a 
list  and  description  of  Proposed 
Expenditure  Studies  (la)  and  proposed 
policy  studies  of  finance  issues  and 
alternatives  (lb/l-4).  The  descnption 
must  provide  a  detailed  abstract  of  the 
finance  and  policy  studies  to  be  carried 
out  in  that  year,  and  a  general  proposal 
of  potential  topics  in  the  subsequent 
years  of  the  project. 

2.  Exchange  and  Dissemination 

The  second  major  activity  of  the 
Center  is  to  exchange  and  disseminate 
both  the  finance  and  cost  data  analyzed 
by  the  Center  (Activity  la),  and  the 
results  of  the  finance  policy  studies 
(Activity  lb).  The  Center  must  develop 
and  maintain  the  databases  used  to 
analyze  cost  and  finance  information 
imder  Activity  la.  The  databases  and 
the  reports  describing  the  results  of  the 
cost  and  finance  studies  must  be 
exchanged  and  disseminated  to  relevant 
audiences.  The  results  of  the  policy 
studies  (Purpose  2)  must  be  shared  with 
and  distributed  to  relevant  audiences. 
Through  Activity  2  the  Center  must 
establish  and  maintain  linkages  with 
relevant  policy,  finance,  and  (regular 
and  special)  educational  entities  to 
exchange  and  disseminate  findings. 

The  audiences  for  Center  products  are 
diverse,  necessitating  exchange  and 
dissemination  that  is  tailored  to  the 
needs  of  various  users.  Products  must  be 
designed,  and  if  necessary  prepared  in 
various  forms  to  accommodate  the 
information  needs  of  the  research 
community,  policy  makers, 
administrators,  advocacy  groups  and 
other  interested  individuals.  Charts, 
digests,  scenarios,  methodological  tools, 
access  to  data  bases,  analyses  and  case 
studies  are  potential  products  to  be 
developed  by  the  Center.  During  year 
one.  the  project  must  include  a  plan  for 
dissemination  of  products  that  describes 
the  target  audiences,  how  findings  will 
be  shared,  formatting  of  products,  and 


timelines  for  dissemination.  The  plan 
must  be  updated  annually,  as  necessary, 
to  reflect  modifications  in  the  Center 
agenda  prepared  under  Activity  1. 

Phasing 

The  Secretary  will  approve  one 
cooperative  agreement  with  a  project 
period  of  sixty  months  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  34  CFR  75.253(a)  for 
annual  continuation  awards.  The 
continuation  project  for  year  four  must 
include  a  detailed  analysis  of  the  first 
three  years  progress  and 
accomplishments,  plus  an  assessment  of 
the  benefits  to  be  derived  from 
continuing  the  project  and  if  needed, 
any  adjustments  to  the  original  work 
plan. 

Products 

During  the  five-year  period  of  award 
the  Center  must  produce  and 
disseminate  (1)  cost  studies  utilizing  the 
network  of  participating  State  and  local 
education  agencies  and  extant  data 
sources;  (2)  a  plan  for  improving  the 
quality  of  expenditure  data;  (3)  policy 
studies  of  finance  issues  and 
alternatives;  and  (4)  updated  profiles  of 
State  special  education  finance  systems. 
Applicable  Program  Regulations:  34  CFR 
part  327. 

Program  Authority:  20  U.S.C.  1418. 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  84.159,  Special  Studies  Program) 

Dated:  May  21, 1992. 

Lamar  Alexander, 

Secretary  of  Education. 

(FR  Doc.  92-12778  Filed  6-1-92;  8:45  am) 
BUXINQ  CODE  4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

(CFDANOU84.159G] 

Special  Studies  Program;*inviting 
Applications  for  New  Awards  for  Fiscal 
Year  1992 

Purpose  of  Program:  To  support 
studies  for  improving  program 
management  administration,  delivery, 
and  effectiveness  necessary  to  provide 
educational  opportunities  and  early 
interventions  for  all  children  with 
disabilities  fiom  birth  through  age  21. 

Eligible  Applicants:  State  and  local 
educational  agencies,  institutions  of 
higher  education,  public  agencies,  and 
private  nonprofit  and  for-profit 
organizations  are  eligible  for  awards 
under  this  competition. 

Deadline  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications:  July  23, 1992. 

Applications  Available:  June  0, 1992. 

Available  Funds:  $400,000. 
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Estimated  Number  of  Awards:  1. 

Note:  The  Department  is  not  bound  by  any 
estimates  in  this  notice. 

Project  Period:  Up  to  80  months 
(includes  2-year  option). 

Applicable  Regulations:  (a)  The 
Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  in 
34  CFR  parts  74. 75.  77,  80,  81,  82.  85,  and 
88:  (b)  The  regulations  for  this  program 
in  34  CFR  part  327,  as  amended  on 
October  22. 1991.  See  58  FR  54888-54705. 

Priority:  The  notice  of  final  priority  for 
the  Center  for  Special  Education 


Finance,  published  elsewhere  in  this 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 

This  priority  supports  AMERICA  2000, 
the  President’s  strategy  for  moving  the 
nation  toward  the  National  Education 
Goals,  by  improving  our  understanding 
of  the  complex  and  critical  finance 
issues  related  to  enabling  children  and 
youth  with  disabilities  to  reach  the  high 
levels  of  academic  achievement  called 
for  by  the  National  Education  Coals. 

For  Applications  or  Information 
Contact:  Linda  Glidewell,  U.S. 
Department  of  Education,  400  Maryland 


Avenue,  SW.,  Room  3524  Switzer 
Building,  Washington,  DC  20202-2840. 
Telephone:  (202)  732-1099.  Deaf  and 
hard  of  hearing  individuals  may  call 
(202) 732-8153. 

Program  Authority:  20  US.C.  1418. 
Dated:  May  27, 1992. 

Robert  R.  Davila, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Office  of  Special 
Education,  and  Rehabilitative  ^rvices. 
[FR  Doc.  92-12777  Filed  6-1-92;  8:45  am) , 
BUJJNG  CODE  400(Hi1-M 


